Appl. No. 10/821,429 

Amdt dated February 8, 2006 

Reply to Office Action of August 10, 2005 



REMARKS 

In the Official Action the Examiner rejected Claims 10-13 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) 
as being anticipated by the Gazel-Anthoine reference, U.S. Patent No. 5,167,400. The 
Examiner indicated that Claim 14 would be allowable if written in independent form, 
including all the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. Accordingly, 
Applicant has canceled all claims with the exception of Claim 14. Claim 14 has been 
rewritten in independent form, including all the limitation of the base claim and any 
intervening claims. 

Accordingly, Applicant respectfully requests allowance of the application with Claim 
14 as the sole claim and sole independent claim and passage of the application to issue in 
due course. 

Pursuant to 37 C.F.R. § 1.136(a) applicant hereby petitions for acceptance of this 
response in the above identified application within three months following the due date of 
November 10, 2005. Pursuant to 37 C.F.R. § 1.17(a) applicant encloses herewith a check 
in the amount of $510.00 to cover the delayed response fee due from a small entity for a 
paper filed within three months of the due date. Please charge any underpayment or credit 
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any overpayment of fees in this connection to Patent Office Deposit Account No. 032035. 



Charles H. Thomas 
CISLO & THOMAS LLP 
Suite 405 

4201 Long Beach Blvd. 
Long Beach, CA 90807-2022 
562- 595-8422 (ph) 
562-595-9319 (fax) 
cthomas@cislo . com (e-mail) 



Date: February 8, 2006 



Respectfully submitted, 




Charles H. Thomas 
Registration No. 25,710 
Customer No. 42556 
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